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Reply to Office Action of August 23, 2005. 

REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Favorable reconsideration of this application is respectfully requested. 

Claims 1 -5 are pending in this application. By this amendment, Claim 1 is amended. 

No new matter has been added. 

Applicants appreciate the courtesies extended to Applicants' representative during the 

discussion held September 23, 2005. This Amendment is submitted in accordance with 37 

C.F.R. § 1.116 which permits entering of amendments after final rejection. The present 

Amendment amends the claims to include additional structure, as discussed September 23. It 

is therefore respectfully requested that the present Amendment be entered under 37 C.F.R. § 

1.116. 

In the outstanding Office Action Claims 1-5 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) 
over JP 2001/294087 to Masakazu et al. 

Briefly reviewing, Claim 1 of the present invention is directed to a door mirror 
assembly. For example, referring to the non-limiting embodiment of Fig. 1, the door mirror 
assembly includes a housing H, a frame F, two fixation sections 1, 2 and an engagement 
section 3. The housing H has a shell 10 with a front aperture. Two fixation ports 11, 12 are 
formed on an inner surface of the shell 10. An engagement port 13 is integrally formed with 
the shell 10. The frame F has a main body 20 which is provided in the shell 10 and 
configured to support the housing H. Two fixation elements 2 1 , 22 are formed on an outer 
surface of the main body 20. An engagement element 23 is integrally formed with the main 
body 20. 

Further, as shown in Fig. 1, the two fixation sections 1, 2 are formed by rigidly fixing 
the two fixation ports 11, 12 to the two fixation elements 21, 22 with fasteners 31, 32, 
respectively. As shown in Fig. 5, the engagement section 3 is formed by elastically engaging 
the engagement port 13 with the engagement element 23. Moreover, as shown in Fig. 6, the 
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engagement section 3 is positioned not to lie on an axis P defined by the two fixation sections 
1, 2, so that the rotational displacement of the housing H relative to the frame F can be 
restricted. The frame F is fixed to mirror base 101 which in turn is fixed to vehicle 100. 

Masakazu does not disclose a frame fixed to a mirror base and supporting the 
housing, the mirror base fixed to the vehicle, as in amended independent Claim 1 . As shown 
in Figure 2 A, frame F is fixed to mirror base 101 which in turn is fixed to vehicle 100. Thus, 
the housing H is supported by the frame F and is not fixed to the vehicle. In Masakazu the 
housing 12 is fixed to the vehicle. See, e.g., Fig. 4. The frame is mounted internally to the 
housing and does not support the housing. See Fig. 5. 

Claims 2-5 depend from Claim 1 and are patentable for the reasons discussed above 
and as well as for the features they recite. 

As no further issues are believed to remain outstanding in the present application, it is 
believed that this application is clearly in condition for formal allowance and prompt and 
favorable action to that effect is therefore respectfully requested. 
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